and that was the reason why she believed the line curtain
should have been installed to within 10 feet of the face in
question (Tr. 101).  She confirmed that all of the area shown
on the sketch was idle at the time of her inspection, and
that the most recently mined area was at the point marked "X".
She estimated that the respondent had turned away from the
point marked "Y" and began mining toward the point marked "X"
several days earlier than the day of her inspection {Tr.
101-102).

Ms. McCormick defined a "working face" as an area from
which coal is extracted on the mining cycle.  She stated that
the law does not provide a legal definition of the term
"face," and she would "guess" that it means an area from which
coal is to be extracted or is being extracted (Tr. 102)*  She
stated that since the area shown as "Y" had been penetrated,
she would consider it a "face" requiring line brattice to
within 10 feet.  Had the area not been penetrated, and
although respondent defines it as a "rib," she would still
"theoretically" consider it to be a "face" because coal will
in the future be extracted from that location.  She confirmed
that anywhere that coal is planned to be extracted would be a
"face" subject to the ventilation plan requirement for line
brattice (Tr. 104-106).

Ms. McCormick confirmed that she made no smoke tube test
in the "Y" face area to determine the amount of ventilation
or air circulation in that area (Tr. 110).  She explained
that the violation was issued for failure to maintain the
line brattice to within the required distance of that face,
and not for a failure to maintain proper air velocity (Tr.
112-113).

Ms. McCormick stated that the areas marked "X" and "Y"
on the sketch are both working places.  She indicated that
the area marked "X" is penetrated for approximately 50 feet,
and that area "Y" is penetrated for some 8 feet.  In both
instances, "X" and "Y" would both be the deepest penetration
working faces of working places (Tr. 117).

Ms. McCormick stated that while "X" and "Y" are both
working places, mining could not take place simultaneously at
those locations because two miners would be operating on one
split of air, and that is not permissible.  She considers
both "X" and "Y" to be "working places," but not "working
faces," and since the ventilation plan addresses "faces of
working places," she considers both locations to be "faces of
working places" (Tr. 120).

575 "was mining out" (Tr. 110-112).
